Glauber transition probabilities.
They find a disagreement between the sequential and parallel updating schemes with respect to the calculation of thermodynamic properties from damage spreading. Their reasoning is as follows: For sequential Glauber, in the ferromagnetic case, they find the damage spreading transition temperature T, is equal to the critical temperature T,. In the antiferromagnetic case of sequential Glauber, which has no thermal transition, they find no spreading transition. We emphasize that damage spreading provides a sensitive probe of the propagation of correlation in a binary spin system when the appropriate damage properties are evaluated. We support the authors' main conclusion that the parallel updating scheme should be rejected, but only on the basis of the nonergodicity that they demonstrate with this dynamics, which has been previously observed [5] . It is their rejection of a dynamics on the basis of the behavior of the Hamming distance (damage sum) with which we take issue.
